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Q 8, CUBA POLIC 


Pour recent surveys of American popular attitudes on Cuba 
policy have presented results which at first glence seem some 
what contradiatorys . 


Public Opposes Invasion--Gallup Poll,Feb. 27 (nationwide interviews); 


Public Less Worried Than Politicians-oN.Y. Times, Feb. 27 (reporters 
in 10 American cities); 


Short Of War Measures Supported4--Samuel Lubell, Mar, 1 (interviews 
in 18 states); 


Public Favors Tough Policye-Minnesota Poll, Mar. 3 (statewide poll). 


However, detailed analysis of these four inquiries ylelds a 
fairly coherent picture of the current opinion situation. 
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e0p~ Invade Against st Invasion How No Opin. 
Serious Threst The Hinnesota and Gallup Polls are in close agree- 


nent in finding belief that the Cuban threat is 


OUD » 
Gallup 59% 31% eplit on whethe: Cuba “seriously threatens 
world peace® 


Minnesota 58%.3%5 split on whether Cuba presently "threatens 
Uease socurity.* . 


Exempted from automatic decontrol by Director, P/Pos_/4.S- Ponty 


GFFICTAL USE ONLY 


QPPICTAT [hsb ΟΣ Ὑ 
SR A AL TID 


hen the Hinnegota Poll asked the SCs how gerious a threat 
they saw in Cuba, 34° of the total said “very serious” and 21° 
said "ποῦ too sexious.” 


Xo agic “At no time,” wrote Cunuel Lutell, “have I found in ny 
interviewing anything like panic or hysteria over the 
xtent of the Soviet military buildeup in the Caribtean.* Sinilar- 
ly, the New York Times concluded: "The public is not ag worried 
about developments (in Cuba) as are the nolitictans." 


Suppert for a U.S. invasion appeers actually to have declined 
slightly, according to the Gallup roll, as compared to mid-October 
1962 (when 24€ favered invasion) or at the tine of the Eay of Piss. 


Eoth Gallup and Hinnesota Polls find majority 
approval of the acministration's handling of the 
Cuba problen. 


weeks,” and 28% “dissatisfied.” H » Ls 


ion was δ: tered by ᾿ Η͂ i 
Republicans registered a "dissatisfied" plurality 


| ee Pan ΄ 
(57 vs. 32). 


Asking about a longer period, the Minnesota Poll found 66% 
epyroving handling of the Cuban situaticn since tne Kennedy “dnine 
istration "took office in January 1961." ‘ihnis represented a de- 
cline from the 816 voleinz approval in December 1962. 


A partisan differences was also evident in Minnesota where 
"more than ὃ out of 160 Denecratic-Frarger-laborites" approved, and 
“sore than 7? out of 10 independent voters.” “ut Hepublicans reg- 
{stered & margin of “disapproval® (462 vs. 412%). 


Syould 45, ἢ If a majority of Americans opnose an invasilonje-and 
Anvthing Row? Gallup reports virtually no partisan differences 

en this iasue, do they want the Ueo, to just “sit 
tight? 7? 


Newspaper editorials demanding “complete Soviet withdrawal 
from Cuba" were noted in the New York Times survey as continuing 
in the Eidwest. (POS receipts show such demands from all parts 
of the country.) The Times survey also reported that "Southerners 
generally favored a somewhat stronver approach to Cuban problecs, 
witnout specifying what.” 
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Senuel Lubell stresses hia belief that Americans feel that 
“this ta the time to act against a threat that le expected to cet 
vorse." Lubell adds a related findinc, “a dramatic drop in the 
fear of Soviet retellation"=--from 2 out of 3 last September cx- 
necting that dispatch of American troops to Cub& would lead to 
war with Russie to 1 out of 3 holdéince such an expectation today. 
As to apecific Amarican wishes Lubell said: "“Cenerally people 
shink the President should reinstitute last Cctoter'’s blockade 
and demand the cvacuation of all Russian troops.” 


Danan Rug The Minnesota Poll asked a series ef 3 questions 


Euge 
gians Withdray? relating to a possible U.S. demand for removal 
of Rusgsian "troops and weapons® from Cubs. 


Waele ds Should “dernand™ troop removal 


Sos~Invace if they refuse 


It is hasdly surpriging that Americans, earnestly desiring 
that the Nussians co, and less fearful of Russian retalistion, 
ghoulad favor a U.S. “demand” for withdrawal, Having put then 
Selves on recoré with the interviewer as favoring such © denand, 
most of these respondonta went elong¢ with the idea of invading 
Cuba in cnse of ἃ refusal, But when asked to assume that such an 
invasion “uicht bring on war with Nussia,” only 36% of the total 
supported an invasion policy. 


A aiomifteant sex difference is noted by the i‘immesota Poll. 
‘hile men and women equelly favored the demand for withdrawal, 
men were much more favorable to a Cuban invosion in the event of 
refusal (62% of man, &7. of women). On the Ssuppesition of δ, wer 
with Ruasta, the 4ifference wag even greater: +6° of the nen 
a¢vill favored invasion, only 25) of the women. 


Salient Features Of Several elements of the current opinion pice 
Suprent AtpAtuCS 


nt AtElt ture respecting Cuba policy may ce highlighted. 


le The U.S. position of umwillingness to secept the indefinite 
“rescence of Russian cilitary; forsec im Cuba seeis to have 
virtually unanimous auppert--althouh a minority (117 in 
“imiesota) currently oppose δ JU.o. “demand” for withdrawal. 


2. Lut demands for drastic action nov are limited to e minority 
iany appear content, for the tine teins, with the Kennedy 
nolicy of “watchful waiting.” Some trust the Adnsnistration 


Lo act again, if nocessary, et the right time. 


still, a “ΟΣ active approach” would be welcome to most, in- 
cluding many of the majority who oppose an invasion now. Deo 
sire for more action kas tecn noted by the New York Timcs in 
the South; and the polls ὐπὸ th clear that in the “erth this 
desire 28 widcspread ang is predominant among renkeand-file 


cvenudl loans . 


Y 


co aay do not specify wuat tho ρῶν should uo next. ome 2.3} 
“or retnstitution of a querantine. ἡ few have sucres tad a 
hheckade designed to prevent the exmort of Cuban arms to other 
Jemiapnere foints, Gthers call for the complete "Asolation πα 


dinlomatic, political, econamice-of Cuba by all other CAS 


Ne ὦ bo 


τ Δ ΟΣ. 


i a ~cunless the public Peale that the U.S. τ taking 
<ppropriate concrete action to bring ateut the ent of the 
lussian menace in Cube. 
ΑΝ ΣΕΥ Cf Curmemt In Conczress and in the πόσα there is relae 
Vively Littls coucrete clocussion of what 


tebie ets: ae ΘΙ 
would Le the alvantuges--and especially the 
Cost Sano! particular “next stops," such £8 ἃ demand for Huss tan 


nite teal, reiustitutiom of the ὡς Saber quaratiing, an CAS vlocke 
ade to enforces Cuba's isolation 


see Or UASeewinvasion of Cua. 
(salter Lippnann’'s reeent column 


G 
tands aut oo a unmusucl csceptione) 


Commen it ing: on the current situcticu, Sdvard ὃς 
“double danger® for the ACaduictrsttont Pomo in for Miptnietration 
leaders to conclide on the bagic of t: ts evancecent public sunport 
that @ll ig well) the other is t+ .atuee thet the mublic really 

hob oc mivewaisiont orovogres te ds about 


undergtanes the Luysues or whot tie civeramont oronogs 
then.* 


le It should be sade clear to the public that the U.S. Covesmment 
is not “merely waiting.® FPublic statements should continue to 
male the point that the U.S. ia not prepared to wait indefinite. 
ly for the withdrawal of Russian military forceseeeven though 
en ultinatun 49 ieacow is regamied as wirise. 


2. It should alsa be made clear that the Goverment is actively | 
waeighing variates alternative measwres. (Possibly a meeting ot 
which several members of Congress could discuss various measures 
with Executive officials would help to show the CGoverrasent’s 
active search fer the best "next 5 


2. A background belefing for a limited mmber of columists sicht 
stimulate thoughtful Pregs articles surveying the realistic 
possibilities @nd their relative chances of succeeding. 


le Ag Departsernt comment on current developments, they 
might continue emphasize the circumetanses which proéuceé 


success for the BB. stand of last Octaberj-in terms of securing 
unaninoug suppart {rem our OAS and NATO allies. 


5. The present suas better than any future time for the nublic 
discussion of alternative measures reapectings Cuba. T cone 


tinued presence of Russiens (and of Castro) in C part - 

from the caily possibility af some now untoward developnente~ 
is likely to diminish the degres of confidence now vested in 
the Administration, It seems more prudent to discugs alters 
native measures now than in respenss to some fresh "insident.* 
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